THE RETREAT OF BRITAIN
Abyssinia but for a law, a principle of collective
defence the establisliment of which happens to be
indispensable to the security of the British Empire-)
The reader has only to put together the three or four
points above enumerated (to say nothing of others)
to see where our policy inevitably led. We did these
things:
(1)  Compelled as far as possible Abyssinia to treat
with Italy direct instead of bringing Italy before the
League*
(2)  Placed at an early stage of the dispute an em-
bargo upon arms which was absolutely crippling to
the defence of Abyssinia but did not in die least
embarrass Italy.
(3)  Made it plain that we should never go to the
extent of military action against Italy if she should
announce that a given sanction 'meant war'.
There is one supreme piece of evidence which
settles the last point. In M. Laval's account of his
meeting with Sir Samuel Hoare and Mr. Eden on
September 10, 1935, occurs this statement:
* We agreed that hostilities were about to begin almost
immediately and ... we found ourselves instanta-
neously in agreement upon ruling out military mea-
sures, not adopting any measure of naval blockade,
never contemplating the closure of the Suez Canal- in
a word ruling out everything that might lead to war/
i There are a good many in Britain who do not yet
realise that this amounts to an avowal that we never
meant to defend the collective system or to enforce
sanctions; that the armaments which we immediately